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January 1979 and adoption and sub-
mittal by each subsequent January of 
additional RACT requirements for 
sources covered by CTGs issued by the 
previous January. 

(b) The Administrator finds that the 
transportation control plans for the 
East St. Louis and Chicago areas sub-
mitted on December 3, 1982, satisfy the 
related requirements of part D, title I 
of the Clean Air Act, as amended in 
1977. 

(c) The Administrator finds that the 
carbon monoxide control strategy sub-
mitted on May 4, 1983, satisfies all re-
quirements of part D, title I of the 
Clean Air Act, as amended in 1977, ex-
cept for section 172(b)(6). 

[55 FR 40661, Oct. 4, 1990] 

§ 52.723 [Reserved] 

§ 52.724 Control strategy: Sulfur diox-
ide. 

(a) Part D—Conditional Approval— 
The Illinois plan is approved provided 
that the following condition is satis-
fied: 

(1) The plan includes a reanalysis of 
the Pekin, Illinois area, a submittal of 
the analysis results to USEPA, the pro-
posal of any additional regulations to 
the Illinois Pollution Control Board 
necessary to insure attainment and 

maintenance of the sulfur dioxide 
standard, and the promulgation of any 
necessary regulations. The State must 
complete the reanalysis, submit the re-
sults to USEPA and submit any nec-
essary, additional regulations to the Il-
linois Pollution Control Board by Sep-
tember 30, 1980. Any necessary regula-
tion must be finally promulgated by 
the State and submitted to USEPA by 
September 30, 1981. 

(2) Extension of Condition—USEPA 
approves the date of July 1, 1984 for 
submitting the draft sulfur dioxide rule 
revisions and supporting documenta-
tion as required in (a)(1) for Peoria, 
Hollis and Groveland Townships in Illi-
nois. The State must complete final 
rule adoption as expeditiously as pos-
sible but no later than December 31, 
1985. 

(b) Part D—Disapproval—USEPA dis-
approves Rules 204(c)(1)(B), Rule 
204(c)(1)(C), Rule 204(e)(1) and Rule 
204(e)(2) for those sources for which 
these rules represent a relaxation of 
the federally enforceable State Imple-
mentation Plan. Rule 204(c)(1)(B), Rule 
204(c)(1)(C), Rule 204(e)(1) and Rule 
204(e)(2) are approved as not rep-
resenting relaxations of the State Im-
plementation Plan for the following 
sources: 

SOURCES OF 10 MILLION BTU PER HOUR OR MORE NOT INCREASING ALLOWABLE SULFUR DIOXIDE 
EMISSIONS AS A RESULT OF RECORD RULES 204(c) AND 204(e) BECAUSE NEW ALLOWABLE EMIS-
SIONS RATE IS SAME AS OR LESS THAN OLD ALLOWABLE RATE POUNDS PER HOUR (POUNDS PER 
MILLION BTU) 

County Name 
Emissions 
formerly al-
lowable 1 

Emissions 
now allow-

able without 
new permit 
application 2 

Boone ................................................................. Chrysler ............................................................. 1,760 (4.4) 1,760 (4.4) 
Champaign ......................................................... Chanute Air Base .............................................. 1,317 (3.0) 1,317 (3.0) 
Crawford ............................................................ CIPS .................................................................. 8,242 (5.1) 8,242 (5.1) 
Douglas .............................................................. USI Chemicals .................................................. 8,022 (5.3) 8,022 (5.3) 
Fulton ................................................................. Freeman Coal ................................................... 22.2 (1.2) 22.2 (1.2) 
La Salle .............................................................. Del Monte .......................................................... 296 (3.9) 296 (3.9) 
Massac ............................................................... EEI Joppa ......................................................... 36,865 (3.6) 36,865 (3.6) 
Montgomery ....................................................... CIPS .................................................................. 55,555 (5.8) 55,555 (5.8) 
Morgan ............................................................... ......do ................................................................ 24,000 (6.0) 20,800 (5.2) 
Putnam ............................................................... Illinois Power ..................................................... 17,051 (5.8) 17,051 (5.8) 
Randolph ............................................................ ......do 3 .............................................................. 81,339 (4.6) 81,339 (4.6) 
Rock Island ........................................................ International Harvester ...................................... 1,643 (4.35) 1,643 (4.35) 
Williamson .......................................................... Marion Correctional ........................................... 396 (5.7) 396 (5.7) 

1 6.0 lbs/MMBTU of existing coal fired capacity or total 204(e)(2) emissions less actual oil fired and NSPS emissions, which-
ever is lower. 

2 Maximum allowable emissions for existing coal fired capacity according to revised rules 204(c) and 204(e) consolidated, usu-
ally equally equalling total emissions as given by 204(e)(2) less actual oil fired NSPS emissions. (In the one case wherein the 
new allowable limit is less than that given by 204(e)(2) the allowable emissions were determined by 204(e)(1) with which the 
source is required to comply.) 

3 Source is in compliance per 204(e)(3). 
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CIPS=Central Illinois Public Service. 
EEI=Electric Energy Incorporated. 

This disapproval does not in and of 
itself result in the growth restrictions 
of section 110(a)(2)(1). 

(c) Disapproval—USEPA disapproves 
Rule 204(e)(4) as not being adequate to 
protect the NAAQS. This disapproval 
does not in and of itself result in the 
growth restrictions of section 
110(a)(2)(I). 

(d) Disapproval—USEPA disapproves 
Rule 204(f)(1)(D) as completely deregu-
lating SO2 emissions from existing 
processes without providing an assess-
ment of the ambient air quality impact 
or a showing that increasing the allow-
able emissions from these sources will 
not cause or contribute to violations of 
the NAAQS or PSD increments. This 
disapproval does not in and of itself re-
sult in the growth restrictions of sec-
tion 110(a)(2)(I). 

(e) Disapproval—USEPA disapproves 
Rule 204(h) for those sources for which 
USEPA has disapproved rules 204(c) 
and 204(e). This disapproval does not in 
and of itself result in the growth re-
strictions of section 110(a)(2)(I). 

(f) Approval—USEPA approves rule 
204(e)(3) for those sources able to show 
that the proposed emission rate will 
not cause or contribute to a violation 
of the NAAQS. The State must submit 
these emission limitations, along with 
the technical support to USEPA for ap-
proval. 

(g) Part D—Approval—The State plan 
for Alton Township, Madison County, 
which consists of a federally Enforce-
able State Operating Permit control-
ling sulfur dioxide emissions from the 
boilers and reheat furnaces at Laclede 
Steel, which was submitted on Novem-
ber 18, 1993, is approved. 

(h) Approval—On November 10, 1994, 
the Illinois Environmental Protection 
Agency submitted a sulfur dioxide re-
designation request and maintenance 
plan for Peoria and Hollis Townships in 
Peoria County and Groveland Town-
ship in Tazewell County to redesignate 
the townships to attainment for sulfur 
dioxide. The redesignation request and 
maintenance plan meet the redesigna-
tion requirements in section 

107(d)(3)(d) of the Clean Air Act (Act) 
as amended in 1990. 

[45 FR 62806, 62809, Sept. 22, 1980, as amended 
at 50 FR 5250, Feb. 7, 1985; 59 FR 18753, Apr. 
20, 1994; 60 FR 17001, Apr. 4, 1995] 

§ 52.725 Control strategy: Particulates. 
(a) [Reserved] 
(b) Part D—Disapproval. (1) U.S. EPA 

disapproves the provisions of Rule 
203(f) which allow the use of an equiva-
lent method without review and ap-
proval of that method. Any source sub-
ject to Rule 203(f) which chooses to use 
an equivalent method must have that 
equivalent method submitted to U.S. 
EPA and approved as a SIP revision. 

(2) U.S. EPA disapproves the fol-
lowing portions of Rule 203(d)(5) which 
regulate the control of particulate 
matter from specific sources within the 
iron and steel industry: Rule 
205(d)(5)(B)(ii), Rule 205(d)(5)(B)(iii), 
Rule 205(d)(5)(D), and Rule 205(d)(5)(K). 

(3) USEPA disapproves a proposed 
SIP revision submitted by the State on 
May 12, 1982, in the form of a May 18, 
1981 Consent Decree (Civil Action 81– 
3009) to which USEPA, Illinois Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency and Na-
tional Steel Corporation are parties 
and a draft Alternative Control Strat-
egy Permit. This submission was modi-
fied by the State, September 30, 1982, 
with the submission of a separate docu-
ment embodying the elements of the 
Alternative Control Strategy. This sep-
arate document was intended to be-
come an enforceable part of the SIP. 

(c) Approval—On September 28, 1988, 
the State of Illinois submitted a com-
mittal SIP for particulate matter with 
an aerodynamic diameter equal to or 
less than 10 micrometers (PM10) for the 
Illinois Group II areas of concern in 
DuPage, Will, Rock Island, Macon, 
Randolph, and St. Clair Counties. The 
committal SIP contains all the re-
quirements identified in the July 1, 
1987, promulgation of the SIP require-
ments for PM10 at 52 FR 24681. 

(d) Approval—On June 2, 1995, and 
January 9, 1996, the State of Illinois 
submitted a maintenance plan for the 
particulate matter nonattainment por-
tion of LaSalle County, and requested 
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